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brown. Skin roundeye ochreous. Legs and feet fleshy-brown, 
whitish on joints and soles; claws black, the comb on central 
claw whitish. Inside of mouth flesh-coloured. Ear-covert large, 
nearly as big as the immense eye, which is ‘4 inch in diameter. 
First quill about 4 inch shorter than the second, which is ‘1 
shorter than the third and longest. First four quills white 
about their middle, the spot extending over the inner web only of 
the first, including the edge of its shaft, ranning right across the 
second and third, and occupying the fourth, except on the edges 
of the outer and inner webs. The two outer tail-feathers on each 
side pure white, obliquely tipped with brown, more strongly on 
outer lateral, the margins of both being limned all round with 
light buff. A large pure white spot occurs on each side of the — 
throat. The male shows this species to have very close affinity 
with C. monticolus of India; and until I have the opportunity to 
compare ours with the individuals of the same sex of its ally, I 
shall not be certain of its specific distinctness. It was on the 
view of a female from Amoy that Mr. Blyth recommended me 
to separate it. 

I have many more jottings in my journal for January 1866, 
but I fear I have already reached the length of an ordinary 
article. I must therefore hastily conclude. I am off to the 
mountains. — 

Takow, 1 February, 1866. Comi 202. 

XXVI.—On the Muscicapa melanictera of Gmelin. 

. By the Viscount Waropen, F.L.S., F.Z.8., &c. 
Formine part of a large collection of birds recently made in 
the island of Ceylon by my friend Mr. Spencer Chapman, are 
three skins of Le Vaillant’s “ Cap Nègre,” a species whose cor- 
rect systematic title has not hitherto been satisfactorily deter- 
mined. In the hope of being able to refer that species to its 
oldest specific designation, I trust that a few observations on the 
subject will not be unacceptable to the readers of ‘ The Ibis.’ 
Before, however, entering into the history of this bird, I will 
give a short description, taken from the specimens I have just: 
received. 

The entire head, nape, and cheeks intense, yet unglossed, 
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black ; remainder of the whole upper surface of the body yel- 
lowish olive-green. Margins of the outer webs of all the wing- 
feathers more or less of the same colour, the outer edges of the 
primaries being somewhat yellower. Quills and rectrices hair-. 
brown ; inner margins of all, except the first primary, edged 
with yellowish-albescent, increasing in extent with every suc- 
ceeding quill, commencing with the second. Upper surface of the 
tail brown, as in the quills; middle rectrices faintly edged with 
the olive-green of the upper plumage, external pairs more de- 
cidedly so; under surface of rectrices pale brown, all with white 
or albescent terminal bands, the middle pair excepted. © Entire 
under surface rich saffron-yellow, purest on the chin, throat, 
abdomen, and under tail- and wing-coverts. Wing 3°75 inches; 
tail 3°25 inches. Iris brown inthe female. Bill and feet black. 
The upper and under tail-coverts are very much developed ; 
the first covering fully half the basal portion of the tail, the 
last extending even further. 

Le Vaillant described his “ Cap Nègre” from six individuals 
sent to him from Ceylon; and the specimens received by me 
from the same island agree entirely with his description. Al- 
though the examples were sent to him in the flesh, Le Vaillant 
tells us that he was unable, on moistening the bodies, to dis- 
criminate the sexes, in consequence of the decayed condition of 
the organs. A seventh specimen in the same collection he re- 
garded as the female, as it only differed from the other six in 
the shade of its colouring, the head being brown instead of 
black, the upper plumage isabelline-yellow rather than olive- 
yellow, the under surface pale yellow; and also by being some- 
what smaller in size. These two forms are represented in his 
plate 140, the colouring of the figures having been either origi- 
nally very dull or else having since become faded ; the distri- 
bution of colour is accurately enough given. Upon “Le Cap 
Nègre” Vieillot founded his Mgithina atricapilla, he having 
instituted the genus Ægithina in the ‘ Analyse’ (1816) for the 
reception of his Sylvia leucoptera*. In the ‘ Nouveau Diction- 

* The genus Ægithina would take precedence of Tora, Horsf., if it could 


be satisfactorily demonstrated that the Fauvette leucopteére, Vieill. (Ois. 
de l’Am. sept.) was based upon a specimen of Motacilla tiphia, L. 
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naire’ he introduced Le Cap Nègre as the first species of the 
genus, associating it with Le Quadricolor, Le Vaillant (Motacilla 
zeylonica, Gm., Æ. quadricolor, Vieill.). He apparently had 
no better or other reason for thus uniting under the same 
genus these two dissimilar forms, than the fact that the plates 
representing the two birds succeeded one another in Le Vail- 
lant’s great work. Drapiez followed suit; for while giving our 
bird another specific name, nigricapilla, he referred it to Hors- 
field’s genus Jora, which was founded on the Javan form of 
T. typhia (I. scapularis, Horsf.). In the Catalogue of the Cal- 
cutta Museum, Mr. Blyth removed Æ. atricapilla, Vieill., to 
the genus Pycnonotus, Kuhl; but later, in the addenda to Ap- 
pendix II. of that Catalogue, he suggested that Drapiez’s specific 
title would have to stand in preference to Vieillot’s, as the 
Muscicapa atricapilla, Vieill.* (Sonnerat’s Gobe-mouche a téte 
noire de la Chine), was also a Pycnonotus. If it were necessary, 
upon the grounds of priority alone, to decide the point of pre- 
cedence, this last name, instead of having to be preferred, would 
have to give way, as it was published in 1818, two years later 
than that of Æ. atricapilla, Vieill. But the two species are 
generically separable, and the priority of their specific names 
cannot come into conflict, M. atricapilla, Vieill., belonging to ` 
the group of which Muscicapa hemorrhusa, Gm., is the type, 
while Æ. atricapilla, Vieill., belongs to the same genus as Tur- 
dus dispar, Horsf., and Brachypus rubineus, Jerd.,—the first being 
the type of Brachypus, Sw., the last of Rubigula, Blyth. How- 
ever, in framing his ‘Catalogue of Ceylon Birds,’ Kelaart 
adopted Drapiez’s specific title, introducing R. gularis (Gould) 
into the list as an additional species. 

In 1835, under the name of Brachypus gularis, Mr. Gould 
described a bird said to be from Travancore. The description 


* This species has been figured in the ‘U.S. Japan Exp.’ (vol. ii. p. 
241, pl. 6, Orn.) under the title of Ixos hemorrhous (Gm.), Mr. Cassin 
having regarded it as the true Muscicapa hemorrhusa, Gm. Gmelin’s 
species, however, was based upon the “ Red-vented Flycatcher” of 
Brown’s ‘Illustrations,’ which comes from Ceylon. An extensive series 
of specimens of this species is contained in the collection I have just 
received. They in no way differ from Malabar and South Indian examples. 
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given agrees in every respect with my Ceylon specimens, and 
consequently with Le Cap Nègre. A few years later, Dr. Jerdon, 
in his ‘ Catalogue of the Birds of Southern India,’ described a 
short-footed Thrush from Malabar, under the title of Brachypus 
rubineus, which species, in the distribution of the colouring, and, 
indeed, in the actual tints of the upper surface of the body-plu- 
mage, very closely resembles my Ceylon specimens; but it is 
of a somewhat smaller size, and the coloration of the under sur- 
face, as well as that of the wings and tail, is very different. The 
chin is black, the throat a bright flame-coloured orange, and 
the remainder of the under plumage is more of an orange than 
a saffron-yellow.- The quills and rectrices are olive-brown, and 
much paler than those of my Ceylon specimen, and the white 
terminal caudal band is wanting. Dr. Jerdon gave a good 
figure of this bird in his ‘Illustrations of Indian Ornithology ° 
for 1846, at the time suggesting that his might be the same 
bird as Mr. Gould’s B. gularis, and remarking that although Mr. 
Gould had omitted a description of the throat, it was probably 
through error, “ as the specific name is derived therefrom.” Now 
this was merely a surmise of Dr. Jerdon, and did not rest upon 
a comparison made between the two types. To me.it appears 
improbable that the most prominent feature in B. rubineus, its 
bright orange throat, should have been omitted in Mr. Gould’s 
diagnosis. The name gularis might most appropriately have 
been given to a specimen of the Ceylon bird; for in it the yellow 
of the throat is very much narrowed by the black of the border- 
ing cheek-plumage, and contrasts, by its greater purity, with 
the more olive-yellow of the breast. Anyhow, as Mr. Gould’s 
description does not resemble B. rubineus, Jerd., in its most 
essential character, and does agree in every respect with Le Cap 
Nègre, I am obliged to make it a synonym of the latter spe- 
cies ; and when we consider the number of Malabar species that 
also exist in Ceylon, the supposed Travancore origin of Mr. 
Gould’s type is not an insuperable objection to such a reduc- 
tion. I also see that Mr. Gray, in his ‘ Genera of Birds,’ keeps 
B.gularis, Gould, and B. rubineus, Jerd., distinct, while Sundevall 
makes B. gularis, Gould, a synonym of Le Cap Nègre. 

In a synopsis of the Brachypodina, published in the ‘ Journal 
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of the Asiatic Society of Bengal’ (for 1845), Mr. Blyth had 
adopted Dr. Jerdon’s view of the identity of the two species ; in 
this he was followed by Prince Bonaparte in the ‘ Conspectus.’ 
And in the ‘ Birds of India’ Dr. Jerdon has continued to re- 
gard them as identical, but for no better reason, so far as I can 
discover, than his original surmise above mentioned. A. year 
later Mr. Blyth, in the same journal, gave a description of a 
specimen he had received from Ceylon, evidently, by his account, 
identical with the Cap Nègre. To this species, while extremely 
doubtful whether it might not prove to be the female of B. rubi- 
neus, Jerd., he gave the provisional name of aberrans. In the 
‘Catalogue of the Calcutta Museum,’ Mr. Blyth correctly re- 
duced this name to a synonym of Æ. atricapilla, Vieill., thus 
ceasing to regard it as a female bird; at the same time he 
allowed Dr. Jerdon’s rubineus to rank as a distinct species. In 
his ‘ Ornithology of Ceylon’ Mr. Layard recorded it as Pycnono- 
tus atricapillus. In the Supplement to the ‘ Genera of Birds’ 
Mr. Gray gave the specific name of monachus to Vieillot’s Ægi- 
thina atricapilla, and made it a Parus; and Prince Bonaparte, in 
1854, made the same species the type of his genus Meropi«us, 
he having: previously erroneously referred.it to Swainson’s Afri- 
can genus Parisoma. 

But long before Le Vaillant published his plate and descrip- 
tion of Le Cap Nègre, Brown had figured and described a bird, 
procured in Ceylon by Governor Laten, under the name of the 
« Yellow-breasted Flycatcher.” His words are these :—“ Head 
and cheek black. Back and coverts of wings cinereous brown, 
dashed with yellow. Primaries and tail dusky, edged with pale 
yellow. Breast and belly of a fine yellow.” The figure, although 
wretched in an artistic sense, represents a yellow bird with a 
black head and black cheeks, and with white tips to the under 
surface of the rectrices. Upon this figure Gmelin founded his 
Muscicapa melanictera, a species we find admitted by many sub- 
sequent authors, but by none identified. Prince Bonaparte, as 
far as I have been able to discover, is the first author who re- 
ferred it to a known species; and he, singularly enough, made it 
a synonym of Gmelin’s Motacilla (Iora) zeylanica. Now this 
species was also founded by Gmelin on one of Brown’s figures, 
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the “Ceylon Blackcap”? of his ‘Illustrations ;’ and, apart 
from the extreme improbability of Brown having described and 
figured the same bird twice over in the same volume, or that 
Governor Laten, a good naturalist, should have regarded 
specimens of the same species as belonging to two different 
species, the figures and descriptions do not agree with one 
another. The figure of the ‘Ceylon Blackcap” represents 
that bird with yellow cheeks, while that of the ‘* Yellow-breasted 
Flycatcher” represents them as black. In the first bird the 
two characteristic white alar bars of Lora zeylanica are dis- 
tinctly shown, in the other the wing is uniform in colour. 
Lastly, the white terminal caudal markings represented in the 
figure of the “ Yellow-breasted Flycatcher ” distinguishes it at 
once from J. zeylanica. It must be borne in mind that it is 
universally admitted that Brown’s “ Ceylon Blackcap ” is an 
fora. If we compare the two descriptions, we find internal 
evidence which makes it impossible to believe that they are 
taken from the same species. Brown’s description of the “ Yel- 
low-breasted Flycatcher ” agrees in all respects with my Ceylon 
specimens, and they equally resemble Le Vaillant’s account of 
the Cap Négre. With perfect confidence, therefore, I propose 
to restore Muscicapa melanictera, Gm., to a place in our cata- 
logue of real and distinct species, and to expunge Vieillot’s title 
of atricapilla. 

In this view the synon yay of this species will be as follows :— 


RUBIGULA MELANICTERA (Gm.). 

Yellow-breasted Flycatcher, Brown, Illust. 80, pl. xxxii. fig. 1, 
1776; Lath. Gen. Syn. iii. 336. no. 21, 1783; Gen. Hist. 187. 
no. 50, 1823. 

Muscicapa om Gmel. S. N. 1. 941. no. 55, 1788; 
Lath. Ind. Orn. ii. 475. no. 28, 1790. 

Le Cap nègre, Le Vaill. Ois. d’Afr. i. 172, pl. 140. Ag. l, 
1802. 

Ahgithina atricapilla, Vieill. N. Dict. i. 176, 1816. 

Le Gobe-mouche Malkola-Kourla, Vieill. xxi. 473, 1818. 

Black-capped Tanager, Lath. Gen. Hist. vi. 38. no. 49, 1823. 

Gobe-mouche noir et jaune de Ceilan, Sh Croix, Dict. Se. Nat. 
xxxiii. 85, 1824. 

Brachypus gularis, Gould, P. Z. S. 1835, p.186.  Z+2< 

N. S.—VOL, II. i Y 


322 Viscount Walden on the Muscicapa melanictera. 


Parus monachus, Gray, Gen. of Birds, Sup. App. 306. no. 192, 
App. 89. no. 140, 1849. 

Lora nigricapilla, Drapiez, Dict. Class. Sc. Nat. vi. 170, 1840. 

Rubigula aberrans, Blyth, J. A. S. B. 1846, p. 287. 

Sylvia atricapilla, Drapiez, apud Blyth, Cat. Mus. A.S. B. 
xxill. in not., 1849. 

Pycnonotus atricapillus, Blyth, Cat. Mus. A.S. B. 211. no. 
1276; Layard, Ann. N. H. 1854, xiii. p. 125.no. 119; Sundev. 
K. Sv. Vet.-Ak. Hand. 1857, p. 40. no. 140. 

Parisoma monacus, Bp. Consp. 259. no. 3, 1850. 

Pycnonotus nigricapillus, Drapiez, apud Kelaart, Prod. Zey. 
112, 123, 1852. 

Rubigula gularis, Gould, apud Kelaart, l. c. 

Meropixus atricapillus, Bp. Notes Ornith. 1854, p. 40, in not. 


All the specimens of this bird sent to me had been ascer- 
tained by dissection to be those of females; the livery of the 
male, therefore, still remains a matter of conjecture. As we have 
seen, Mr. Blyth’s first impression was that the state of plumage 
I have described was that of the female of Brachypus rubineus, 
Jerd.,from Malabar. He eventually changed his opinion, but upon 
what grounds he has not stated. But while feeling confident 
that this Ceylon bird is not the female of B. rubineus, it is just 
possible that the males may wear a different livery. The form 
attributed by Le Vaillant to the female, and figured by him as 
such, may have been that of a young bird or of a distinct 
species, or, not improbably, it may have been invented for the 
occasion ; for my specimens prove that authenticated females 
wear the dress which Le Vaillant has figured as that of the 
male. The female of B. rubineus, Jerd., has not been described 
by any of the Indian ornithologists ; neither has the female of 
Turdus dispar, Horsf., been absolutely recognized, for Temminck 
says that the individuals sent to Leyden as the females of that 
species may only have been males in young plumage. The 
description given of them by him leads me to the same con- 
clusion. If we judge by analogy, we have no reason to anti- 
cipate any difference of plumage in the two sexes of any member 
of the Pycnonotine. 

M. melanictera appears to me to belong to the natural genus 


Rubigula, founded by Mr. Blyth in 1845 (J. A. S. B. p. 576) for 
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the reception of B. rubineus, Jerd., and coequal with Brachypus, 
Sw., of 1831, founded upon the 7. dispar, Horsf. Swainson’s 


genus, having been previously employed, must fall; and although - 


Cabanis’s term Sphagias, coined six years later, may be more 
appropriate, the stern law of priority obliges us to discard it, as 
well as, for the same reason, that of Meropixus, Bp., published 
in 1854, and formed for the reception of our Ceylon bird, 
M. melanictera. 

The following ccs appear to me to come within the limits 

of Rubigula :— 

1. Brachypus rubineus, Jerd. Ill. Ind. Orn. 1846, pl. 37. 

2. Turdus dispar, Horsf. Linn. Tr. xiii. p. 150. 

3. Vanga flaviventris, Tick. J. A. S. B. i1. 583, 1833. 

4. Muscicapa melanictera, Gm. 

Lanius melanocephalus, Gm. (Turdus atriceps, Temm. Pl. Col. 
147, type of Brachypodius, Blyth, 1845), is very closely allied, 
but differs in having the tail rounded instead of subquadrate ; and 
near it must probably be placed'Zrus chalcocephalus, Temm., 
Pl. Col. 453. fig. 1, while [zus squamatus, Temm., fig. 2, may 
perhaps form a fifth additional species of Rubigula. 
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We have received the following letters, addressed’ “To the 
Editor of ‘ The Ibis :? ”— 
April 23, 1866. 


Sir,—The fact to which Mr. T. R. Archer Briggs draws at- 2/47 


tention in the last Number of ‘The Ibis’ was already noticed by 


me (Ibis, 1864, p. 133). I hope this circumstance will impress ` 


on the minds of all readers of that Journal the importance of 
possessing a complete series of it. 

I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
J. W. P. OrnveE. 
Willesden, Middlesex, June 8, 1866. 


Srr,—As Mr. A. G. More mentions (Ibis, 1865, p. 123) A 


that he has no record of the Grey Wagtail (Motacilla sulphurea) 
nesting in North Wales, and as Yarrell (B. B. i. p. 434), quo- 
ting Mr. Eyton, says that it is a winter visitor there, I beg leave 
to state that this year, from May 28 to June 4, I found it by 
no means rare, and evidently breeding, on the streams in the 


t 
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neighbourhood of Beddgelert, and also Rhiwbryfdir, in subpro- 
vince 18. In that subprovince I found about 40 species 
breeding, among which are the Tawny Owl and the Pied Fly- 
catcher. The nest of the former was on the ground, in a wood 
of pines and beeches, and contained three eggs highly incubated ; 
that of the latter was about ten feet from the ground, in the 
end-wall of a small stone-built cottage in a wood; and I think 
it contained young ones, but this I was unable to ascertain 
_ positively. 

I am, Sir, yours, &c., 

CHARLES Byerave WHARTON. 


In a letter lately received from Mr. C. J. Andersson, dated 
“Cape Town, December 8, 1865,” that gentleman writes to us:— 
“ I believe I have got a clue to the mystery about the young 


/ Albatroses (Ibis, 1865, pp. 279-281) ; I mean as to how they 


are supported during the absence of their parents, and while 
they are yet unable to fly. I will relate the incident that led to 
the discovery (if such it be) as it occurred :— What do you know, 

Captain B., I said one day to an intelligent master of a sealing- 

vessel, from whom I have obtained many valuable data about sea- 

fowl—‘ what do you know about the Albatroses? how are the 

young, for instance, fed after being abandoned by the parents?’ 

‘Why, of course,’ was his prompt reply, ‘they live on their own 

fat” ‘Qn their own fat !’ I exclaimed ; ‘ how do you prove that ? ? 

‘ Because,’ answered he, ‘in the first place they are excessively 

fat at this season; secondly, they could not possibly in many 

instances get down to the water without being able to fly, and 
that they can’t do ; and thirdly, the common “ Jackass Penguin” 

| Aptenodytes demersa| will live two months on shore without a 
morsel of food. I have seen them come on shore a mass of fat, 

and leave the land a mere skeleton. But you can’t think, Mr. 

Andersson,’ my friend wound up by saying, ‘how fat some sea- 

birds are at certain seasons!’ Perhaps you will smile at this; 

but if other animals, I would ask, can live for several consecutive 

months on their own fat, why not birds? If you think my ` 
story may be of any interest to the readers of ‘ The Ibis,’ by all 

means let them have the benefit of it.” (E67 ie); 


